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when this shall take place, merely from 
the tense ofthe verb. But the time when 
must be determined from God’s known 
method of proceeding, and from the time 
marked out by his word:” Our author 
then says, ‘* Now we know God does not 
reward every man according to his works 












Witsur Fisk, A. M.” 

Few modern productions in favor of the 
endless torments of hell, have been writ- 
ten with more ability and candour, than 
the above named sermon of Mr. Fisk. 
Some of Mr. F’s arguments are so specious 
that a superficial, much more a supersti- 
tious reader, would probably think them 
conclusive. If our limits would permit, 
we should give our readers Mr. F’s dis- 
course entire. As we are now situated, 
we shall content ourselves with a few brief 
remarks, offered in the spirit of christian 
candour, which are submitted to the in- 
spection of the world, and of our Metho- 
dist brethren in particular, 

Mr. F. selected Ps: 62. 12. for his text. 
‘* vllso unto thee ; O Lord, belongeth mercy: 
for thou renderest to every man, according 
tohiswork.”? After a few appropriate in- 
troductory remarks, Mr. F. divided his 
subject in the following manner. 

‘ First. God rewards and punishes ev- 
ery man according to his works. 

Second. Because God rewards and pun- 
ishes every man according to his works, 
he is therefore a God of mercy.” 

Mr. F. very justly says ‘the trath of 
this” (i. e. the first) ‘* proposition rests 
not on one or two passages of scripture, 
but on the whole tenor of the bible.”— 
He then proceeds to quote twelve passag- 
es of scripture to prove this proposition. 
We perfectly agree with our author that 
‘these passages are so plain that they need 
ahocomment.’”? We think this point clear- 
ty and fully established. 

_ The second item under the first propo- 
sition, relates to the time when rewards 
and punishments are administered. He 
Says, ‘* when does God render to every 
man according to his works’? He further 
says, ‘“‘ But we cannot fix upon the time 














in this world.” How does he know this? 
He has given no evidence how he and bis 
colleagues came by this knowledge. But 
he says, ‘* Vow we know.” &c. Let us com- 
pare what our author says ‘“* we know” 
with the language of inspiration. Prov, 
11.31. ‘** Behold the righteous shall be rec- 
ompensed in the earth, much more the wick- 
ed and the sinner.” 


Again. Mr. F. says, ‘* But the sinner is 


not always the most wretched here, neith- 
er is the saint always the most happy.— 
Compare their outward condition.” We 
have the bare aszertion of our author that 
the sinner is not always the most wretched 
here, neither is the saint always the most 
happy.’ Whatanawfulreligion that must 
be which is no manner of advantage to its 


possessors on this side of the grave! The 


desire of happiness is so powerfully oper- 
ative in the human heart, that if men be- 
lieve religion would make them more mis- 
erable than they would be withoutit; they 
will evidently continue sinful as long as 


possible, that they may be immediately as 
happy as possible! But Mr. F. says **com- 
pare their outward enjoyments.” It is 
certainly very extraordinary that any one 
who has carefully studied the condition of 
human nature, and has duly reflected upon 
the felicity of intelligent life, should refer 
to ‘the outward enjoyments’’ of mankind 
to determine their real or spiritual happi- 
ness. Man might possess wll possible ex- 
ternal blessings, and still be a miserable 
being. It is presumed also, that a man 
might be destitute of most of those things 
called ** outward enjoyments,” and still be 
in the possession and enjoyment of spirit- 
val life in Christ. It is true the apostle 
Paul says, 1 Cor. 15. 19. “ If in this life 
only we have hope in Christ, we are of all 
men most miserable ;” but this expres* 
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Sion is evidently fonaded on the supposi- | 
et there should be no resurrection, | 
ve life, in which case ihe aposile’s | 
Dat as the | 


tion 
no f 
religioa ts vain and useless. 
apostle had a well grounded hope im eter- 
nal life—he, and those who possess like 
precious faith, are manifestly * of all men” 
the most happy. St. Paul says, | Cor. 9. 
18. ** Woe is meif | preach not the gos- 


pel.” Notwithstanding all the ** outward” | 


calamities te which he was subjected, the 
apostle was certainly more happy in this 


worl: than he could have been, had he | 
not known, believed aad preached the | 


gospel. 


‘Our author quotes St. M.ib. 5. 12.— | 


.* Great 1s your reward m heaven,” to 


show that believers are to be rewarded in| 
a future state for their suilerines in this 


world. But if we look at the whole ot 
the 11th and 12th verses, we shall per- 
ceive, that our Saviour was speaking of 
present, not future reward. ‘* Blessed 


are ye (at What time ?) whea men shall re- | 


vile you, and persecute you, and shall say 
all manner of evil against you falsely, tor 
my sake : rejoice and be exceeding clad ;" 
(i. e.) rejoice inthe present time) ‘ior 
great is your reward in heaven.” When? 
At the present time. Many passages 
might be quoted to shew that, by the 
phrase ** kingdom of heaven,” our Saviour 


usually meant the doctrine of the gospel, 


with its immediate happy efiects. The 
tollowing may suilice : St. Math. 12. 2°. 


* But if L cast out devils by the spirit of 


God then the Aingdom of God is come un- 
to yo 1.” St. Luke 4. 45. ** | must preach 
the kinazdom ot God to eiher cites also.’ 
St. Luke 17. 24. ** For behold the King- 
dom of Godis withia you.” We presume 
no one will undertake to show adillerence 


between the kingdom et heaven, and the | 


kingdom of God. 

Again our autborsaya, ‘the sinner onthe 
other hand, frequently tlourtshes.” To 
substantiate this, he quotes trom the 75d 
Psalm. Ue does noi seem to have obser- 
ved that the writer whose language he 
cites, ** was envious at the feotish,”” when 
he said those things concerning the hepp- 
ness of the wicked. ‘Fhe same writer on 
the same suhject says, Ps. 75. 22. “So 
foolish was I and fgnorant: } was as a beast 
before thee’! Surely our author should 
not rely for evidence of any doctrme, up- 
on language thus disapprobated by the 
wrvter ol i! : 

Air. F. says, ‘‘Neither can it be conced- 
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ed that the balances of retributive 
are equalized in this world, by the ¢o, 

punctions ei Conscience in the one ag 
und its approbation in the other,” tr 
show that the above, ** cannot be Sdakek 
ed”; Mr. I. asserts as follows, * {oy wii 
a scripulous sunt has suffered more ‘akg 
teelings, tor his inadvertent errors, or even 
lor his unavoidable imperfections, than 
some hardened transgressors do for 
ous crimes. 


Justice 


heiti- 
We should like to know 
whether Mr. F. speaks from experience in 
this case, or not. 


Assertion is not argu. 
ment. 


We would merely say that My. F 
wilk admit that he does not view this syb. 


yect with an omniscient eye, and therefore 


may be mistaken. 

Again he says, ** As God has taught the 
saintto loek for his reward, in another 
world, so also he has tanght the sinner, if 
he would learn, that his reward awaits hin 
hereatier.”’ He then refers to St. Luke 
12. 5. ‘1 will forewarn you whom ye shall 
fear: fear him which efier he hath killed, 
hath power to cast into hell; yea l say unto 
fear you him.”’ We may profitably con. 
nect, wiih the above a parallel passage’ in 
St. Math. 10. 28. ‘* And fear not them 
which kill the body but are not able to kill 
the soul: but rather fear him which is « 
ble to destroy both soul and body in bell.” 
lt is proper to observe that the above lan- 
fuare, in both instances, was aldressed to 
the disciples, to guard them against the 
‘The primitive stgnification 
word Gehenra rendered 
hell in the above passages, was “the valley 
of the sonofHinnom. — It is as evidentthat 
this val/ey was in this world, as it is that 
the cities of London and Paris are in thas 
world. God is adle to destroy, or antili- 
late the souls and bodies of his creatures, 
if he should see fit. But it is not sad it 
scripture, that he will thus destroy his 
creatures. St. Math. 3. 9. ‘ God walle 
of these stones to raise up chiléren wale 
Abraham.” But dees the scripture Sy 
that God wall do this ? Most certainly the 
scripture says no such thing. 

The next reference made by our author, 
is the following. St. Luke 16th chapter 
“Phe rich man who had received his goo 


things in this lite also died & was buried.&! 


fear of wun. 


hellbe liled up his eyes beingintormer 
Mr. F. probably did pot recollect, 
| con- 


in the above parable, nothing 1s = ri 
ceTrninz the character, either of t e “a 
li it be said that 

d. vend thathe begs’ 


man or the be ggar ! 


> » aoe 
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cee 
was rgiteous, We ask, how ts this known? ; to blow the fire pon it,tomeltit: so will t 
j;is mere conjecture, ‘The Greek word gather you tn mine anger and in my fury. 
flades, which in this parable is rendered antl | will leave you there, and melt you 
he'l, lizuratively signifies anguish of mind, yea i will gather you, and blow upon 4 yA 
hut liter: uly | it means the grave, the gene- in the fire of my wrath, and ye sh ll be 
ral cecepiacle of the dead, without the least | melted in the midst thereof. As silver is 
referee e to their conduct, good or bad. | meited in the midst of the furnace, so shall 
The beggar was in fudes or hell, as well | ye be melted in the midst thereof, and ye 
3 the rich man, otherwise they could not shall know that 1 the Lord have poured 
have had conversation with each other! | out my. fairy upon you.’ The pouring 
Soinnch for the everlasting contradiction | out of God's fury in judgment upon the 
and absurdity of tradition ! house of Israel, when gathered in Jerusa- 
Mr. i. next refers to the explanation of | lem ; is very different from the out- pour- 
the parable of the wheat and the tares, St. | ing of vindictive wrath to the endless ages 
Muth, 13th chapt. ‘In the end of this of eternity ! 
world, the son of man sholl send forth his Mr. F. quotes a part of the parable of 
angels, and they shall gather out of his] the sheep and goats as conn in the 
kingdom all things that offend, and them | 25th chap. of Wath. to show that the wick- 
which do iniquity, and shall cast them im- | ed willbe punished forever in a futore 
toafurnace of fire; there shall be woail- | ee ** Depart ye cursed into everlas- 
ing ind gnvshing of teeth.” The opinion + tit ; fire prepar al for the Devil and his 
| 


] 5 








a 


anceiiinameeennens 


usttully entertained on this subject, is, that | ag Upon the authority of our Sa- 
the wheat means the vighteous the tures | viour, we inform Me. F. that this parable 
mean the wicked and that ** the end of this | has no relation to a ceneral judement in 
world” means the cissototion of (he save. | mother world. Christ says St. Math. 24, 
ral world when a finn! senaration shal] | 34, 35, * Verily 1 say unto vou. this gen 

take place hetiveenu the righteous and the | eration shall not pass till all these things 
a eal Now if we admit this constrec- | be fulfilled. Heaven and earth shall pass 
in, may we not ask; did Christ come | away, but my words shall not pass away.” 


to save the righteous or the wicked? “1 | If Christ understood this subject, Mr. F. 
ma not toeall the righteons, but sinners | must be mistaken; and vice verse. The 
fo repentance.” Thos saith the Saviour | judgement represente: d by this parable is. 
‘(oa world. The Greek word aionos, | past and not a futur e event. 
his rendered world in this explana- | Mr. F. thinks that “the very idea of a 
ndoos not signify the earth, nor any | general judgment, decides this question 
net; but it sienthes an age or | without fortiier argument.”? Tlence ne 
says, ** of what use are a trial and a jud 
ment after the whole penalty of the lave 
his been inflicted on the criminal? None.’ 
Mr. F. does not seem to perceive that a 
| eeneral judgment, ts, at all events, useless. 
If the endless destiny of every human 
heing be unalterably fixed at de: ith; what 
} 
l 


This word is treqneatly so | 
mpsecrepinre, tfwe admit that the | 
ous and the wiekec.er believers and | 
neh rs are represented by the wheat 
‘the tares, the burmnag ofthe tares can- | 
nef be mode to signify endless torments ; | 
boonsee nothing is said of such an event in | 
the bible, and because we have. scriptnre | vossible advantage could be obtain nad by i 
| drial and a judgment ; ? Would such a 
| alter that which is unalterable ? Ifnot, 

would be altogether nugatory! Mr. "i 

says ‘some attempts have been made, 
of late, to do away the idea of a eenerid 
jndement altogether. Attempts that 1 
the house of Israel is to me, bee salirdies: need not now meet; for they we a fairly 
all they are brass, and tin, and iron, and | met and put down by an abler band.* atthe 
lead, in the midst of the furnace, they are | first onset.” Here our author re fers te 
even the dross of silver: therefore thus | a written controversy, concerning 2 fen 
‘uth the Lord God ; because ye are all le rol judgement, het ween Rey, I. Fallou. 
borome dross, behold therefore, 1 will | and Rev ‘L. Merritt, which was published 
a few years since In Boston. Mr. }. savs 


thority to apply this furnace of fire, 
Ww whe ‘re there is wee ping, wailing and gnash- 
ing of teeth, to the destruction of the j yews 
hy the Roman armies. See Ezek. 22. 
17 io 22, inclusive. ‘ And the word of 
the Lord came unto me, sayin r, son of m: wn, 





| 


gather you into the midst of Jerusalem. As 


} 
th ‘y gather silver, and brass, and iron, and | -—— : 
Tead, and tin, into the midst of the furnace.) *Reyv. Ct. Merritt, 
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these ‘: attempts”’ (‘* to do away the idea | ment have established a necessa 


of a reneral judgment,”’) “were fairly 
met and put down.” ‘This ts bare asser- 
tion. An assertion to the contrary would 
mount to just as much on the other suic. 
We have seen the controversy referred 
to, and we are fully convinced that any 
impartial reader would dissent from Mr. 
F’s opinion that those ‘* attempts were 
fairly met and put down ;”° and would per- 
ceive that those ‘‘ attempts’? were suc- 
cessful, | 
The third item under the first proposi- 
tion, is, ‘*to enquire what those works 
are according to which Ged will reward 
er punish every man.” Mr. F. thinks 
the fate of mankind will “turn upon their 
believing or not believingthe gospel."” He 
probably did not recollect that millions of 
the human race never hear of the gospel 
in this world! After citinga few passages 
such as, ‘* He that believeth shall be sa- 
ved, he that believeth not shall be dam- 
ed;”’ he says, “‘ from such scrip‘ures it 
3s plain, that a man will be finally con- 
demned and punished, not for having been 
morally diseased, but for having rejected 
the remedy for disbelieving the truth of 
God. Thus, by rejecting Christ he ren- 
ders himself responsib/e for ail his sinfal- 
ness, and attaches to himseli the cult of 
all his transgressions."” Reader dost thou 
perceive what Mr. F. has done? He says 
the sinner “ by rejecting Christ renders 
hinsself responsible for all his sinfulness |” 
Pray was not the sinner “ respousrhle for 
all his sinfalness’ before he rejected 
Christ ? If the sinner were not responsih/e 
for bis sinfalness before he rejected Christ; 
in what did his s*n fulness consist ? His sin- 
Julness conid have been no inconvenience 
to him, if he had not been responsih/e for 
it! But Mr. F. says, “by rejecting Christ 
he” (the sinner) “ attaches to himself the 
it of all his transgressions.” What 
Toes Mr. F. mean by asinner’s * attach- 
ine to himself the guilt” of his own crimes? 
Does he mean that before a sinner ‘ at- 
taches his guilt to himself; his cur/t is at- 
tached to some other being ? 
should like to know by what role of egui- 
#7, Mr. F. can make one intelligent being 
guiiiy for the crime of another! Does Mr. 
F. mean that a sinner is not respons?’e 
for his deeds, till he has done something 
to attach his own guilt to himself? [f so, 
why is be a sinner? Cana man be a sin- 
fer without being responsible or guilty ? 
The immutable laws of the divige covern- 


- 


If <o, we 


‘ment. Dut for these he has an offs 


| merits of Jesus Christ.” 


| * according to his work.” 


CC CC LL: 


. f TY Connex 
ion between crime, guilt and nla 


and itis in vain for any dependent be; 
to attempt to destroy this connexion : 
gain Mr. F. says, ‘on the other hand , 
man will be finally acquitted and hi 
ded, not because he has always been ~ 
tificd and holy, but because by fit . 
Christ, the gutlt of all his sins has “i 
washed away, and he now stands jvstiges 
and approved in the sight of God. Con. 
tinuing and dying a believer, he Will be 
acquitted at the final tribunal, and be re. 
warded with a crown of glory, All his 
sins will doubtless be brought into judg. 
' el, iu 
the faith which he has exercised jn the 
The reader yi! 
recollect that Mr. F’s. first labour was ty 
prove that * every mun” will be rewarded 
This he found 


abundant scripture testimony to prore, 
He now tells us that the sinner will have 


‘Son offset” for all his aggravated crimes, 


if he possess faith in Christ! Faith balan. 
‘ces and over-balances the account of his 


sins: and by means of this * offset,” he 
delivers himself from just ponishment! 
Thus Mr. F. has contradicted himself and 
the scriptures also! He says, “ thus we 


see, pardon ts consistent with being judg- 


| hody. 


ed, according to the deeds done in the 
For faith, which gains this pardon 
is exercised by the soul while in the body 
and is one of those works that is brought 
intojudgment. And it is that work which, 
bv the divine anppomtment, operates thro’ 


‘Christ. to the cancelling of the whole debt 


of sin. It does more—lIt gains heaven.” 
Thurs afier Mr. F. has proved from serip- 


tore. that every man must be rewarded 
‘according to his works : he then tells a 
‘that God will reward the believer for a 
work and canoel al! his crimes! Is it not 


plain that if the believer should not be 
rewarded for his evil works as well as for 
his cood ones: he will not receive hii 
deceris ? Is it not absurd to talk of cancel: 
Hine. i. @. effacing sins, after having prov 


‘that everv man will be strictly rae 
} y . B < 
“aecording to his deserts? If the sim 


the believer should be cancelled, inthe 
cense in which we now speak, he ll 
not be rewarded for them. If he § 


he rewarded for them, they could not: 


The assertion that faith “gains 


cancelled. after. 


heaven” will be attended to here ! 
We will now show the absurdity © ih 
F's, system, and of every system ? 
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misery contend that sinners justly deserve 
never-ending torments for their sins ; they 
admit that all mankind have “ sinned and 
come short of the glory of God ;” and they 
strenuously contend that all tae will be 
rewarded according to their works. What 
is the necessary conclusion from these 
premises ? Answer; if sin deserve end- 
less suffering, if all have sened, and if all 
shall receive what they deserve ; then the 
whole human race must inevitably suffer 
the endless torments of hell! Ye e preach- 
ers of eternal misery! Why do you not 
preach universal damnation? The same 
premises which establish the endless mis- 
ery of any, equally establish the endless 
misery of all mankind. 
the positions we have proved to be incor- 
rect, Mr. F. says, Hence the decision will 
he, ‘* Come ye blessed inherit the king- 
dom-—for [was hungry &e.”? hence the 
sentence will be, ** Depart ye cursed into 
everlasting fire—for I was hungry and ye 
gave me no meat &c.”” Let it not be for- 
gotten that we have already proved by the 
express language of Christ, that the judg- 
ment predicted in the parable of the sheep 
and goats, relates to this world, and not to 
a future state. 

The fourth item under the first peape- 
sition, is, ** what is the extent to which 
thes» works are rewardable or punishable?’ 
Mr. F. says, ** In degree the rewards and 
punishments will be dimited, and will va- 
ry according to the character and circum- 

inces of the subjects.” Ifthe rewards 
and punishments of eternity be limited im 
degree, and vary according to the character 
&c. of the subjects ; surely there will be 
but very little difference between heaven 
and hell. The most viriuous men who 
are sent to hell, may be even better char- 
acters than the most wicked men who fi- 
nally reach the abodes of bliss 
their condition should vary according to 
their characters; some of hell’s inhabit- 
ants will be more happy than some of the 
saints in heaven! At all events, the differ- 
ence in the degree of happiness or misery, 
in heaven and hell could be but very little; 
ifthe character of each individual should 
constitute that difference. There ts not 
such a vast difference of character in this 
life, as the pride of many people leads 
them to believe! Mr. F. says, man’s ‘ end- 
less existence may be either happy or mis- 
erable.”’ True, it may by the divine ap- 
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pointment, but not by man’s own exertion. | 
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He farther says, ** the eternal iF fe which 
is conferred upon the righteous, is the re- 
ward of faith and its fruits.’ To prove 
this, he quotes 2d Cor. 4, 17. “For onr 
light affliction, which ts but for a moment. 
worketh for ns afar more exceeding and 
eternal weight of glory.” If Mr. F. had 
looked back to the 14th verse of the same 
chapter, he would hare seen that this wor- 
king is ascribed to God and not man.~- 
a knowing that he which raised up the 
Lord Jesus shall raise up us also by Je- 
sus, and shall present us with you.” We 
might as reasonably ascribe the resurrecs 
tion to the power of.man, as to ascribe an 
eternal weight of glory fo man’s works. 
For the same purpose Mr. F. quotes Col. 
3, 23, 24. ** And whatsoever ye do, do it 
heartily as to the Lortl and not unto men, 
knowing that of the Lora, ye shall receive 
the reward of the inheritance.”? An in- 
heritance is a possession proceeding from 
the ability and kindness ofa parent ; and 
therefore is not the reward of the child’s 
conduct. The fact of the bestowment of 
an inheritance, may be made use of, to 
excite gratitude and obedience in the 
child ; and that obedience ma; produce a 
corresponding reward ; but the mherit- 
ance itself is the gift of the parent. ‘To 
show that ofthe Lord we are to receive 
an eternal inheritance, and that this inher- 
itance proceeds from the loving-kindness 
of God and is not the effect of faith, good 
works, or any act of man. we have the ex- 
press language of scripture, Ephes. 2, 8, 
9, 10. **For by grace are ye save d through 
faith: and that not of yourselves: it is the gift 
of God: not of 7 works, lest any man should i 
boast. For weare his workma nship, cre- 

ated in Christ Jesus unto good works, which 
God hath before ordained that we should 
walk in them.’’ Herein we are taught 
that furth is the gift of God-—-that we are 
saved by gr: ice, and not works, that we 
are God’s workmanship and not our own 
—that good works are the consequence ot 
our having been created in Christ Jesus. 
and not the cause of this new creation. fi 
the Apostle had been refuting the opinion 
adopted by Mr. F. he could not have used 
language more pertinent. Many other 
passages might be produced to confirm 
this position, but this is thought to be suf- 
ficient. 

The whole of Mr. F’s labor to show 
that the wicked will be rewarded with in- 
terminable suffering, because the right- 
eous will receive an endless reward “for 
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their faith and good works, is fruitless: | 
rizhteons, so called, will receive | 
They will receive cter- | 
n +s the cift of God, while ; 

ist pocompens? of reward for all male 
goo) deeds, will fill infinitely short of an» 
incorruptible, nndefiled, & that | 

not wvay. Mr. FP. on and) 
ys, * But, as we have seen, the reward | 
of one character is withouten’d. How: 
that the p:mizhment of the | 
character will be withont end.” 
But we have seen no such thinr. We | 
hive proved to the contrary. Did the | 
orld ever witness sach an extravagant 
notion as that the never-ending felicity of 
heaven shon!.! be expected as the reward | 


(or in? 
osnehresart. 


rl life, whe 


inhertiance 
tadeth 


SuVs, 


goes 


sbable then, 


wits 


onnDostTe 


of the imperfect ode aoe of ~ tals. in 
¢his fleetinz. momentary life ? ruin. Wr. 
tr. says, ** To corti the See oft Gorlis 


criminal in preportion to the extent of 
the blessing proffered by God, 
ed by the-transzressor. ° it the 

“bby Go land reject} by the traas- 
ne. Therefore. to 
an vet staaped with 
ae torpitnd 7? M>. FL reasons well 
ipon fatse We have alroay 
proved that min is not entitled to an in4- 


and reject. 
blessine | 
y-coffe 
< O35 OF, 1384 ner. 
loct this bi 


ar 13 
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promises, 
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° . 7 ° 
nite reward. Acin, Mr. F. says. “* Tho 
extent of the criminality of sin. ts in oro- 


errtion to the dienttv of the character in- | 
principle he considers to! 
ty cam non sense. re 


" ’ “+ rere 
«ytted, Phis 


Db? “ahyron- “ornized 
' 


t? rTrv il roy i » a@ nT<. an 1 ft nT ht in the 
> = r +4 Bes 1. s? om re “oe = 
- ) } ys ‘¥ e./ } Lis ) ciple Is 


not * oyvions to the camm3n sense of all 


acknowle 


Pe STITT. is Th bro by civil 
Pi 
eoayeraments, andis not tarchtin the scrip- 
; . . ¥ ~* > + oo 
tirIres W323 common fense teach that a 
= wrera of 400 12 26 Criminal (or trance. 
. i 3 as = Isis riminuit ! tran 
' — *+ ’ 
same ais parent, as on@® t1 yeorrs old 
; ' Bia far n Azar Rn ens : 
wowvel D2 for Cranszressin®g the sane com- 


mainlofthe sim? prreat? We think not. 
wor? admitted in * al! 
civil eaveranents,” itis easy to see that 
i} as the 
mininconmanity: fori 
shonid perform an act 
breach of the law, 
arunst the sane dignity 
But let us examine his scr 
siy"ypoct. 


fF thts princin'2 
f de . 
ri feof might bacome as erimin 
e ‘* : 
moet itil ons 
S's fH 39 Nersgn3s 
: ’ a a 
witica constitnied a 
SE, aeducstel o¢ 
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- © 
‘teenaratter! 


ture proof on this Ife quotes 


Hob. 10. 23,29. “ He that despised Mo- 
»3’ law, died without mercy, under two 
er three witnesses ; of how much sorer 


shall he be tho't 
whd bath troddeWender foot the 
and h ih done d v2 ] 


ome ment, sippose ve, 
ol 
fan at {74 1 


‘ 


pite to the 
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spirit of grice? Mr. Py then Obs?ryee 
“ here, to trample under fot the Son of 
God, and do despite to the <pirit of grace, 
as they immedi: tely against 
hichere haracters, were considered by the 
inspieod apostle, as meriting sorer punish- 


were arts 


ment.” But wos there any difference of 
character sinned avainst in the instances 


t 


above named? Yes, ifthe law of Moses Was 
not the ] iw t Go yd: bat if t the } “vy of Moses 
was the law of God. then mean sinned a. 
gainst (iol by transgressing the law of Mg. 
ses; Moses being the instrament through 


whom Gol gave his hw. Those who did 
‘<é Ia I" tt » crt T y ~ %9 
mos! o (he spirit of erace Were 
thoagzh! worthy of sorer punishment, he. 
sanse they hal ereater pr ilewes ind 


, 
— *} 


kno 


of erininial 


aii sladec nail ‘ 
mor? yt , ’ Piore 7? . . 
} relore the degree 


ity must be determined by the 


ploowr »— +t } ’ ow! > l re mm | CAD rent , t 

i ' } ‘y 0 Wn- 
’ . ,* : ° 
j rat ind. ot cy ee “ly , 3} " < possesser|, ait 
This principle ts recogni zt ta (he sorip- 
tures.  [t shall be requir “lof a man ae- 


cording to that he hath, ard not according 
to that he hath not.”? To sin againat God, 
therefore, is not a crim: 
rit, untess it be ademitted that man possesges 
an imirite capacity. 

Aran, Ale. F. “Tt must be ae 
knowledzed, that the violoven of an obh- 


ration 1sc inpr 


of infinite deme. 


~ ivs, 


ri rn! yi op rion to the eyx- 


tentof that oblicvion. But man ts ander 

infinite oblization to God. Theret>reste 

violate these obligations is a sin intned aly 
} 


weravatect Moin is under intinite obl- 
rations to 470d as th 


‘and eterntiv: bni 


, 


» author of all the bles- 


sines of tim mon ts not 


under oblizrtion to obev an infant » law; 
because such law cannot be adapted | to the 
, . eats "hth, rT Vv “(a- 
human capacity. Therefore Mr. F's. cc 
' , . 
Cluston 18 incerre 
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Hern Sre 


Having lately read in (he Heratd of Sab 

ype » the Unetartan Mis- 
i] my _ ent it ! aa Do ‘trine of two nr 
tur and finding that it con- 
tained same rleas entirely new fo me, ani 
satisfied respecting 


vation, ‘tro: 


san Chris 
not for ling alto re ‘ther 
it, | persuaded a particular fiend of mie, 
who profe to believe in the doctrine 
of the trinit y, to peruse it ; and he imme- 
diately refer red me to the Ist chapter of 
the Tlebrews, partic ‘ularly to the eighth 
and tenth verses, from w hich he inferred 
that Jesus was the very God, and from the 
%h verse he contended, thit Christ we 


“Sees 





anny ansttntpdnymeininntateieahitipraiiaedigenietl 
epokeo of in his huwen character. Now, 
sir, if you will give me your opinion on 
those with whatever observa- 
tions you nay think pyoper to elucidate 
ihe subject, you wil confer an obligation 
vn one who, theugh nurtured ip the trin- 
itarian behiet, would willingly, if couvin- 
ced by scripture and reason, yield it for 
chat whieh you so strongly ulvocate. 

', very respectiully, yours, &c. 

NOE: 


passages, 


; . 
i am, §) 


REMARKS, 

in the communication which was taken 
from the ‘* Unitarian Miscellany”? ; 
clearly shown, that ihe doctrine of two na- 
tures in Christ, “involves an absurdity ; 
ihat it destroys the personal. unity of Je- 
sis Christ; that it exposes him to the 
charge of equivocation and dishonesty ; 
that at introduces the utmost «oniusion and 
uncertainty into the sacred WIliDgs ; > that 
iUis unnecessary 5 that it receives no sup- 
pett from the scriptnres ; and that it is at- 


i Was 


ieuded with dificalues, far greater than 
those Ht proiesses to remove.”’ Now, un- 
less the arguments by which the above 


pe sitlon s were supporte “d,can be invalid: 

ted, it is i vain to refer to any particu Lar uw 
passage, OF passages, as evidenee a@alust 
those conclusions which are fairly drawn, 
fully substantiated’ by the scriptures. 
‘l'o Ulustrate this more perfectly, we will 
contine ourselyes to one particular ; ‘* the 
doctrine of two natures in Jesus Christ ex- 
poses him to the charge of equivocation 
und dishonesty’? : admitting this position 
to have beeu fully established, 
think it has bee n) what would be ef 
by inferring from any passage of scrip- 
that Christ had two natures 


are 
weunt 


iure, 
ower. 
that he was guilty of ** eguivocation and 
dishonesty’! i! 

The objector will find his objections an- 
ticipated in the concluding remarks of ‘A. 
L.” * If the objections stated in the fore- 
voing pages have any force, the doctrine 
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pes sibi fety a nd absurdity”. 


EOE 


| of himself) 


opi we | 
fected | 


2 Ane | 


lt must necesssarily be 7xferred | 





oe heats 


the sacred writers, in ¢ speaking of Chris 
use language which appears consistent on 
ly on the supp osition that J. possessed 
both a divine and a human nature. ‘Ti 
remove apparent disere pancies an hypothe 
sis is employed, which, uccording to Ua 
view we have of it, mars the sisnplicity ex 
darkens the sense of the sacred wiitivegs 
sudjects our Saviour to the cherge f ci 
hcie stu or Falsehood ; Gud irivelves un im 
Ve ry little nee 
be said to show thatthe eighth , uinth und 
tenth verses of the first Chapte ret He 
brews do not support the sip pustticn of two 
natures in Christ. In our conume6n trans- 
lation of ihe bible those verses read thus 
** Bat unto the con he saiih, thy throne. 
© God, is forever end ever: a scepire of 
righteousness is the sec pire of thy hing- 


dom. Thou hast loved righteousness and 
hated miquity ; therefore God, even thy 
Ged, hath anointed thee with the cil ef 

gladiicss ubove thy fellows. And _, 
Lord in the be: eiLnl ug hast laid the feund- 


ation of the earth, and the heavens are the 
work of the hands.”” New leok 
ihe beginning of the chapter, verses 1 and 

“God hath in these last days comer ub- 
to us by his son, whom he (God) hath ap- 
pointed heir of all things.” Verse : 
‘Who being the brightness of his (the 
Faiher’s) glery, ond the express Image 
of his person (no being can be the wege 
) sat down at the right hend of 
the Majesty cx high.” Verse 
made so much better than the angels,” 
All the above expressions clearly Cistin- 
guish God from his son, and speak of the 
latter as a dependent being. [pn vei 
it is sad, bat unto the Son he saith, ** tiny 
throne, O God, is forever and ever ;” er, 
** God ts thy throne to the age of the age.” 
Here we admit that the Son is calle d ¢ God; 


af li to 


_—_ 


‘ Ps 
{— Peis ; 


Can 
ale 


) 
=< 


| but the next verse shows that the term 
| God, when applied to oe aa was used 


i 7 . ? 

of two vatures in Jesus Christ is attended | 
. . : oe 

| pointed thee with the oil of gladness above 


with difficulties, we do not hesitate to say, 
far more embarrassing, than those 1 
professes to remove. Admitting the lat- 
ter to be as great as they appear to the 
udvocates of the doctrine ander conside- 
ration, they amount, we conceiv®, to this, 
and pothing more— that apparer tly Cis 
cordant expre ssions are occasionally found 


in the scriptures, hich this doctrine re 
’ . ! ‘ 
duces into barmopy with each other—that 


. that Christ 
‘for it Is said, 


heath an- 


in a subordinate sense ; 
vas not the supreme ¢ God : 
‘therefore God, even ty God, 


thy fellows.’” Here it is perfectly plain, 
that Christ did not anoint himseli, and 


| though he was called God, yet he had a 


oe 


God superior to himself, by whom he was 
anointed and exalted. No word means 
the same thing when applied to subjects 
diferent their very nature. Hence tt 
is not suying too much, to sit) hat the word 


God does not mean as much wien applied 
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to the son of God, as it does when applied 
to God himself. To show that the word 
God is, scripturally used in a subordinate 
sense, we have the plaimest testimony. 
St. John 10. 34, 35, 36—** Jesus answer- 
ed them, is it not written in your law, | 
said ye are Gods? Ifhe called ‘them Gods 
unto whom the word of God came, and the | But blasted soon, by biting woe, 
scripture cannot be broken, say ye of him 
whom the Father hath sanctified und sent 
into the world, thou biasphemest, because 


i said, J am the Son of 
verse of the first chapter of Hebrews, 


God ?”’ 


The tenth 


isa 


quotation from the latter part of the 102¢ 
Psalm, and has no possible reference to 


Jesus Christ. 


The term Lord, there re- 


fers tothe Supreme God, and to him only. 


‘The remarks which have been made in 
relation to the word God, will apply to the 


ierm Lord. 


Indeed, 


seems so perfectly clear, that it 1s matter 
of astonishment that it should ever 


this whole subject 


have 


been cited to prove the doctrine of the 
irinity, the deity of Jésus Christ, or the 


notion of two natures in Christ : 
not oply absurd and contradictory in them- 


selves.but not named in the bible. 
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[From the Village Recorder. | 


AUTUMN. 


Now low’ers around the clouded sky, 
The vellow leaf falls fast and lone, 


The breeze 


And Nature all is hast*ning on 
‘To winter’s dread and drear repose— 


The bloom and fragrance long have 


Of flow’r and rose ! 


Creation now, her verdure done, 
Will soon assume an aspect bare, 
And frosts their blasting influence shed, 

Aad chilly air! 


The bird no more is tuning wild, 

Ifis joyous notes on every bough, 

But mounting high on fairy wing, 
Forsakes us now, 


For fairer climes 


and purer skies, 


doctrines 


— ee 


is sighing o’er the lawn, 


With lengthen’d moan.— 


Where warmly blows the balmy air, 


No howling winds dis 


turb his rest, 


No winter there ! 


gone, 












How sadly strikes the bint heart, 
The loneliness that spreads 
The leaf, that severed by the breeze, 


Falls ¢o the ground ! 


Fit emblem of our fleeting joys— 


A 


; 
} 


| Oh time! thy triumphs who shall tell ? 
The trophies ot thy fame record ? 
Thou speak’st—and humbled nations bow 
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Which bud awhile, and blossom high, 


They fade and die! 


And peace and hope—affection warm— 
The kindred ties of love and bliss, 
Have felt, and keenly yet shall feel, 


An hour like this! 


The heart now beating high and warm, 
Shall cease its throbs some future day, 
And lowly laid beneath the turf, 


Shall know decay ! 


Before thy word! 


' genius bright—and beauty fair— 
The lov’d—the blooming—and the gay— 
Aection—triendship—love itself 


Must own thy sway ; 


But tho’ now Desolation rides 
With blighting wings upon the wind, 
He yet shall know his blasting pow'r 


To time resigned ! 


For spring shall come,with charms renewed 
To bid Creation smile again— 
And warbling birds, and trees and flow’r, 


Shall bail her reign! 


Then look the vista thro’ of years, 
Sow of Promise” bright, 
It spreads its arch of purest glow, 


To the glad sight! 


man by natare, yet must feel 
‘The blighting hour of woe and grief, 
And know the selfs same fate, that knows 


The yellow leat ; 


Yet he shall rise renewed from death, 
The clorious victor in the strife— 
And disentbrall’d from Time, put on 


Immortat life! 


Arcanzor, of Baltumore’ 
ee 
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